
Multiple files are bound together in this PDF Package.

Adobe recommends using Adobe Reader or Adobe Acrobat version 8 or later to work with 
documents contained within a PDF Package. By updating to the latest version, you’ll enjoy 
the following benefits:  

•  Efficient, integrated PDF viewing 

•  Easy printing 

•  Quick searches 

Don’t have the latest version of Adobe Reader?  

Click here to download the latest version of Adobe Reader

If you already have Adobe Reader 8, 
click a file in this PDF Package to view it.

http://www.adobe.com/products/acrobat/readstep2.html




To: 


To: 


DMAFornil
.1 


DEFENSE MINERALS ADMINISTRATION 

Control Slip 


cONTROLLED DOCUMENT 


DMADocket No. W419 


DO NOT DETACH THIS SLIP 


Action on this document is recorded and 
controlled in Reports and Records Branch. 
Any movement of this document between di-
visions or offices of DMA or movement outside 
DMA must be reported to the Reports and 
Records Branch. Actions taken that affect 
status of the case must also be reported. 


This document has been recorded as 



Exploration Project 


Any action taken to change the type of 
request for assistance must be promptly 
reported to the Reports and Records Branch. 
Use DMA Form 2 for submitting these reports. 


Routing .L!n	 Cys to USGS, BM 


To:	 700	 ____ Date	 8/1)4/56 


To: ($JJI,, C-J Date /O---7 


To; ___________ Date /1	 /t	 AC 


To: *i/L.	 I 3O Date 1 - 757 


To: /ôÔ Date ________ 


To: ____________ Date _________ 


To; __________________ Date _____________ 


To: __________________ Date _____________ 


To: __________________ Date _____________ 


To: _________________ Date _____________ 


To: __________________ Date -____________ 


To: __________________ Date _____________ 


To: __________________ Date _____________ 


DO NOT DETACH 


CONTROLLED DOCUMENT


INT.-DUF. SEC., WASH. • D.C. 	 98868 







I}IEA Form 7 
(12-6) * 


•1 
ifl S7 


I. 
/ 


/


cnd 


X. Reuel. Glazier 
Post (rfice Lo iii 


Utah 


• rIrI iii
OFFICIAL FILF C)PY 


,hria c.	 ) a 
133 North, Ucot	 tot 


it Lake City, lJtah


re	 c1et o.	 9 (raiiwa)

zteii&ion (,lait 


tashinton Couuti. Utth 


Gent1en:


Your .appLicaton for ad in an.	 ition project ant other 
foratjon availao]j to ur	 ijto cocern.ii the above-naid 


propèrtyThave bean reviewed. 


?rojects apro'ved by the )efenze iiierale plortion 
dnistx'tion Zuit, in it utgrY3nt, Show definite pronttao of 
ielding atrialt of accetabi grade in ttLes that will 
cicity u?rove the rtaieral sup1y pocit for the Lationa) 
refene Progrw. 


CarcThi atu of . nU our inor'tmticn, iltbowh uc>ting a 
srll ar ont o2 tr it inoralization oi your property, indicates 
to 1.B ht the probabi2ity of dislotn e1Ln1.1cant arc reserves 
s not sucntly ,ror.iing to jucfr Covernnt partcipation. 
o regret to advse rou that, under thece eLrcuxactance, your 


ap2 Ucation.ior czloratin aict e is deicd. 


wisii to timn you for our interest in the iefense 
Lara1z3 iloi'ct).on ogrc and for br.ung your property to 


am' attetiou.


iucereiy ycur.s. 


IChing/izm' 1-7-S 7 	 Fnk IE. Johnson ( p!/i4r-3 
cc to: Mr. Charles C • Wallace 	 ( 


Code 700 
. Ching	 ACTN &tinistrator 


Admr.'s Reading File 
Operating Committee 


DNEA Field Team, Reg. III (2) 
Messrs. JECrawford,Rni. 36t3 


THKiilsgaard, Rm. 5221 
JOHosted, Rn. 3210, GSA







S	 S
	 700 


D1t 
January 7, 1957 


Project. 


Object: Denial of application for an exploration project. 


Docket No.: DNEA-LUiI9 


Commodity: Uranium 


Applicant: Reuel Glazier	 Charles C. Wallace 
P. 0. Box ]i	 and	 133 North, West Temple St. 
Hurricane, Utah	 Salt Lake City, Utah 


Property: Extension Nos. 7 and 8 claims, sec. 20, T. IO S., R. 12 W., 
S.L.B.&L, Washingti County, Utah. Applicant is the owner. 


Date of Application: July 20, 1956 


Amount of Application: $14,L103.50 


Work Proposed: Improve access road by bulldozer and drive a 100-foot 
adit into a uranium-bearing formation. Costs are 
estimated as follows: 


100 ft. drifting $30/ft.	 $3,000.00 
21 hrs. bulldozing $12/hr.	 252.00 


Timbering drift	 751.50

Compressor & jackhammer rental @ $100/mo. - )400.00 


Total ... . ....... .. . .• . . .. . . . . ..... 
Goverrwient Participation @ 75% .... $3,302.63 


Field Team Report: November 29, 1956 by P.V. Fillo, USBM & Frank B. Moore,USGS: 


Rocks exposed on the subject property are the Middle Triassic 
Shinaruinp and Upper Triassic Chinle • In ascending order, the Chinle is 
divided into the Petrified Forest, Trail Hills, and Springdale members. 


One small area near the base of the Petrified Forest member 
contains radioactive material associated with carbon trash. However, the 
mineralization is so weak that the minerals causing the radioactivity 
could not be identified. A prospect pit 10 feet long had been excavated 
at the most radioactive spot, which is also the site of the proposed adit. 
Three chip samples taken from the pit assayed chemically from less than 
0.001% to 0.002% U30. No structural control for the occurrence of 
radioactive material was noted and no specific exploration target was 
demonstrated. There is little chance that an economic deposit of uranium 
can be found on the propert7. it is recommended that the subject applica-
tion be denied.







S	 . 
Commodity Group Comments: 


USBM, John E. Crawford, Jan. 2, 1957: 


Reviewed Report of Examination with the AEC representative. 
Concurs with the Field Team recommendation for denial. 


USGS, N. E. Nelson, Jan. 3, 1957: 


Concurs with the Field Team that the application should be denied. 


Rare & Miscellaneous Metals Div., Michael Ch.ing, Jan. 3, 1957: 


The Report of Examination was made by P. V. Fillo, USBM, and 
Frank B. Moore, USGS, but the examination of the property was made 
by M. N. Gilkey and P. V. Fillo of the Bureau while on a monthly 
inspection trip in the area. The latter , two reported that the 
property was so poor that an examination by the USGS appeared to be 
unnecessary. Moore discussed the property with the examiners, agreed 
that an examination by the USGS was unnecessary, and collaborated 
with Fillo in preparing the report. 


The uranium mineralization on the property is so weak and 
limited in extent that no well-defined target for exploration 
exists. 


Conclusions and Recommendations: 


Ling a specific target the property does not 'warrant an 
exploration project. It is recommended that the application be denied. 


Ernest Win. Ellis, Chief 
Rare and Miscellaneous 
Metals Division 
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR



GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


%/QL 9LE COp 
ID I 


RCEVD	 7L1FER1T7 I 
- 


.


January 3, 1957 I-
Re: ]1EA 4419 


Reuel Glazier land C 
Ectens ion Clams 
Washington Counby 
$4,403.50 - Uranium 


Memorandum 


To:	 E. W. KLlis, Defense Minerals cp1oration Administration 


From:	 N. E. Nelson, U. S. Geological Survey 


Subject: Review of Field Team Report 


The applicants in a poorly documented application requested 
assistance in driving a 100-foot drift along what they assumed to be 
a uranium bearing channel. 


The examiners found only weak radioactivity, and assays of 
chip samples of the outcrop showed only .001, .001, and . 002%i0g. 
No minerals that miit cause the radioactiiity cóid be idezilif1ed, and 
no 8tructural control was discerned. 


A5 nojarget is presented the examiners and the Field Team 
reàommend that the application be denied. 


I concur with the reconnnezxlation. 


N. E. Nelson
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UNITED STATES



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 



WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


/Z .2(JC 


22l. New Customhouse 
Denver 2, Colorado 	 Dec	 6 


Memorandum	 . -	 -	 ; 
To:	 Secretary to the Operating Camni 


From:	 DMEA Field Team, Region III 


Subject:	 Joint Report of Examination Docket DMEA	 (Uranium) 
Reuel Glazier and Charles C. Wallace (Extension Claims) 
Washington County, Utah 


Enclosed are the original and three copies of a joint 
Report of Examination on , the subject docket. 


The field examiners conclude that an exploratory 
project on this property would not result' in the discovery of 
a" significant amount of uranium ore. They reconmiend. that the 
application be denied. We concur in this recommendation. 


DMEA Field Team, Region III 


By W. M. Traver 
Executive Officer 


Enclosures


- - RsieJd b' 
OPAnG cc 
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Arp	 IN REPLY REFER TO 


	


.	 .	 .	 .,.. &i	 UNITED STATES 


	


()): . 0	 •	 • DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR	 *TMNT.OF THE 
1NTERI. 


W\'/J 	 GEOLOGICAL SURVEY	 DEC 1 1 1956 
Oeteiee Minerals p1omtton Miustratton RfGiQij 


Dezivei' Fetier*3 Center	 COLQrr3 
Denver, Colorado


Dee*bex' 10, 196 


TRANSMITTED OECL9B 
Zxect&tive Ofticer, EEA flel4 reaa, Region lIZ 


E. L B*rsl*an 


	


Sub3ect;	 tkeket k19 (Uronias), Renel Glazier and Charles 
C. Wauace (1xteusion cisias), Washington County, Utah 


On Dec*ber k, 1956, you sent e one cony o an engineering 
report covering an e**ination o the subject property. The exe*ins. 
tion was ide by 14. 14. Gflkey and P. V. liUo ihiLe on a *onthly 
inspection trip in the area. The 8urve did not p*rtiçjp*te in the 
ezoalnation and Giikey, tbrou Wilson, notified ibe Yield ?e*mi that 
the property was so poor that he d.esed an. ezsaiz*tion by the urvey



	


to be Uflne2e*$*ry.	 - 


.	 Moore disussed the agplication with Gflkey while on his 
)*st trip to Salt lake City. Moore concurs with Gilkey's opinion 
that an. exs*inston by the 8urve is unnecessary snd that the app1i 
cation should be denied. 


On the basis of lioo!e's discussions with Gilkey and the 
geologic data in the application, Moore has nMe ainor revisions in 
the geologic portion of the engineering report and the report baa 
been changed frc an engineering report by Yi1lo to a joint engineering 
and geologic report by PiUo end Moore. This was done in accordance 
with recent converastioti with you. 


It yoiz concur with that the report is satisfactory and 
that a tiel4 exs 1 ition by the Survey is not necessary I suggest 
that the report be forvorded to Washington for apprcrpriste action on 
the tppliestion for exploration aistace. 


E.LEarsbain 
)4e*ber, Yield Team 


Enclosures (3.0) 
ENflarshnian:mp 
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:PARTMENToFTHETERR 


h	
BUREAU OF M INES 


1600 EAST FIRST SOUTH STREET	
/ SALT LAKE CITY 12 UTAH 


•	 *0v.ib.r$o,1$.TRANSMT L


pc'2 


V. *. Trav.ir, $xcutive Officer, ** Fi•id iu, *agion In 


lt*pbs 1. WU.* 


*lib3*ct:	 ckst to. 1tM44It (UraMu*), lei*1 GZaZL*r a** cherlol C,

I*1Zce (Zzt.naiO cIat*s), 'Wsshi*gto* Opunty, Utah 


acZes.d ar* th •r1t*a1	 LO copies of a r*ort cov.rin$

.zi*iflat*O oX the zto*Mo* ursniis c1sii is WsMigtø* Coaty, Zlt*. 
The property s €zi*ed ct*ber , p58, by L *, *ilky aM P.V, 
Fife. The .*	 tio* was *ed to a prais a rouest for ** assistasce, 


The a pUcants hey. re.t.d fda t*ts1th 4,403.5O te drive 
]OO feat of dx'lft a i*pi'ove 3/4 *11. 11 zieti road t. the pzøpoaed 
ro3ect site, ck* prea*t in the ares $acl*tds the *Oo*kcpi, *hisirs*p, 


chin)..	 tio of Trigasie q. me pi$ctte he noted radio-
.	 satric riga in the *strLfied POr*st	 r at the Chini. fox*a*ion, 


it. 1* røoa thit . th. drifting be do in this rmsr. 


Tb. exi**tio* disclOsed that ursniia si erelizatise the 
property is weak sad ]i*it4 in .xteat. There i* Utile ewideace that 
* cosn.risUy sigsiifica*t *r*nft* deposit would he found by the ivozt 
prpoe.d by the eppuclat, '1%. .zantaiaj eisar reas*ezdO that the 
applic**t' reuest for GOVenaest z*istsace be denied, I as in accord 


	


• with this r1aOsdatiafl, . . 	 • 


ThO *tsnsi.* cisies sad the spUcstio* wsr discussed with 
* field rirssa*tatiwo Of th r A*C et *t G.ere, Utah, 


A copy of the brechur is herewith r.tur.d. 


*pbe* *. Wila0n 


$aclosur. 


cc:	 . . *i*$ 
•	 .. -	 J. :1,. Craiisr	
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REUEL GLAZIER AND CHARLES C. WALLACE\ 


EXTENSION CLAIMS 
WASHINGTON COUNTY UTAH 
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ILLUSTRATIONS 


Fig. 1 Location map, Reuel Glazier and Charles C. Wallace property, 
Washington County, Utah 


Fig. 2 Claim map, showing general geology 


.
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S
SUMMARY	 'I 


Reuel Glazier and Charles C, Wallace have applied for a DMEA loan to 


drive a 100—foot exploratOry adit on uranium claims in Washington County 


•	 Utah, Estimated cos.t Of the work is $4,403,.50,, Bureau of Mines personnel 


examined the property October 29, 1956,. 


The property is approx:uilately 16 miles by road northeast of Hurricane, 


4tah, Two claims are included in the applicant t s holdings, 


The proposed project area lies on a southwest slope exposing nearly 


horizontal Triassic sandstone and ' shale4	 . . 


•


	


	 'The cost of this proposed program is' cons'idered to: be reasonable, and 


is feasible from an engineering standpoint. Geologically, howeve r, the 


exploration does. not appear to be warranted; the exposures .of uranium miii-


eralization are too weak and limited in exteilt to indicate that deposits 


of significance will be found, 


It is recommended that the request for Government assistance be denied0 


INTRODUCTION 


On July 20, 1956, a partnership of Reuel Glazier and. Charles C, Wallace 


applied for an exploratory loan on their uranium property, Extension No, 7 


and No., 8 claims located approximately 16 miles northeast of Hurricane, 


Utah, and west of Zion National Monument in Washington County, Utah, 


An examination of the property was made October 29, 1956, by M, M 


Gilkey and P, V., Fillo of the Bureau of Mines, One of the partners, Reuel 


Glazier accompanied the examining team,
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S
The applicant proposes a drifting project estimated to cost $4,403.50, 


(The amount of '$3,403,50 shOwn on th,e applicant t s. letter was; , incorrectly 


computed,) Time to complete the work : requested by. the app1cant is 4 months, 


which is ample time for this project, 


LOCATION 


The Extension 'No., I and No, 8 claims lie in the eastern part of 


Washington COunty, Utah, approximately 6. miles west of Zion National 


Monument (fig, 1), Specifically, the property covers part of the south-


•	 west quarter Of section 20, T., 40 S, R,.12 W,, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, 


From Hurricanes Utah the property is reached by. driving north 3,1 


miles on' Utah Highway 17, thence east 5,3 miles on Highway 15, thence 


north 3,8 miles, on Air Force project graded rOad to top of lower mesa,.. 


From this area the road cOntinues north' 2,5 miles to. a rocket'magazine, thence 


to the right and westerly along rocket magazine fence 0,8 milebeyond this 


point the road is not passable by passenger car —thence north and westerly 


0,5 mile, From this point it is necessary to walk or use four-wheel-drive 


vehicle for 0,3 mile to the Extension No, 7 claim, Total road distance 


from Hurricane, Utah to the proposed project area is 16,3 miles, 


The nearest important town is St, George s Utah, with a population of 


4,562, St. George is located 20 miles west of Hurricane on Highway U, S, 


91, North of Hurricane, 41 miles on Highway U, S. 91, is Cedar City, Utah 


with a population of 6,106, Cedar City is located on a branch line of 


the Union Pacific Railroad, 


.
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I
TOPOGRAPHY AD CLIMATE 


The applicantts claims lie along the west edge of Smith mesa s which 


cOnstitutes the western extremity of the Colorado Plateau, The altitude 


is. approximately 5,500 feet The area .is one of irregular relief, The 


surface slopes; to the south and west to approximately 4,000 feet, to the 


bottom of La Verkin Creek Canyon, 


Benches. fOrmed by erosion. of shales. overlying cliffforming, resistant 


sandstone strata are locally talus .covered, Construction of roads will 


•	 be difficult'because of the presence of large boulders and steep talus. 


•	 slOpes,	 • 


•


	


	 Vegetation in the area includes pinon pine, juniper, sagebrush, and 


scrub oak,. 


•	 'The climate, is semiarid, The proposed project would not be seriously 


•


	


	 hampered by weather. conditibns It will be necessary to haul water directly 


from Hurricanes Utah,


OWNERSHIP 


The two unpatented lode mining cla..ms, Extension No, 7 and Extension 


No, 8, are owned by Reuel Glazier and Charles C, Wallace, The claims are 


recorded at St. George, Utah county seat Of Washington County, Extension 


No, 7 claim is recorded as entry No, 96446, book X34 page 289, Extension 


No, 8 is entered as entry No, 96447, book X34 page 290, 


.
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S
HISTORY AND PRODUCTION 


'The claims were located in May 1955, and as of the date of the 


examination no ore production bad been recorded. 


Work accomplished on the property to date consists of construcus 


tion of approximately 1 mile of bulldozer access road along a bench 


formed at the Chinle .'Shinarump contact, and excavation of a lO..foot.. 


long surface pit at the end of the road, at the site of the' proposed 


adit.


GEIERAL GEOLOGY 


I


Approximately 3 miles to the west of the applicant's property 


is the northerly striking Hurricane fault, the predominant structural 


feature of the region. The sedimentary rocks outcropping in the area 


of the proposed project lie essentially horizontal.', 


In ascending order, the formations exposed in the proposed pro-


ject area, which is on the east flank of La Verkin Creek Canyon, are 


Lower Triassic Moenkopi, Middle Triassic Shinarump, and Upper Triassic 


Chinle.' The Chinle is. divided into the Petrified Forest, Trail Hills, 


and Springdale members, the latter forming' the top of Smith mesa to 


the east.	 ' 


One small area in the Petrified Forest member of' the Chinle 


formation contains radioactive material. The radioactive material 


is associated with carbon trash but the mineralization is so weak 


S..
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S.
that the minerals causing the radioactivity could not be identified, 


At the place believed to be the most radioactive, which is also the 


site of the proposed adit, a lO400t-long prospect pit has been 


excavated. Three chip samples taken from the pit for radiometric 


and chemical testing show that the material is but little richer in 


uranium than certain highly radioactive granites. The results of 


testing are given in Table 1. 


TABLE 1. - Assays of samples taken from the pit at the portal of 
the proposed adit (30 feet above the contact of the 
Shinarump formation)


Analyses, percent 
Chemical, Radiometric,



	


Sample No.	 Description	 U308	 U308 


	


S DMEA No. 1	 Chip sample	 0.002	 <0.01 


	


DNEA No. 2	 Chip sample	 0.001	 <0.01 


	


DMEA. No. 3	 Chip sample	 <0.001	 <0.01 


+ No structural control for the occurrence of the radioactive 


material can be seen nor can any specific exploration target be 


demonstrated.


ORE RESERVES 


There are no known ore reserves on the applicant's property. 


.
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PROPOSED EXFLORATION AND COSTS 


The exploratory work prgposed by the applicant includes 100 feet 


of drifting and approximately 3/li mile of road construction to improve 


the existing road to the site. The site for the adit was established 


by an anomalous radioactive reading on a scintillometer. The location 


of the proposed adit is shown on figure 2. The applicant requested 


if months to complete the work. 


The applicant t s estimate of the cost is shown below: 


Estimated Costs 


100-foot adit-drif't (5' x 7) 
at $30 per foot	 ,000 .00 


Mine timber (complete timbering of adit-drift) 
at $li.115 per foot of adit--------------.----------- 1i11.50 


Labor (timbering 100-foot adit) 
at $3. ifo per	 3ifo .00 


Rental of jackhammer and l05-c.f.m. compressor 
at $100 per month---'--------------------------------- 1100, 00 


Bulldozing, 21 hours 
at $12 per	 252.00 


Total------------------	 li.03. 50



In making a summation of the above-estimated cost for driving a 


100-foot adit, excluding bulldozing time, the cost per foot is $Is.1,52. 


The proposed project is feasible from an engineering standpoint, 


but has little merit from a geologic point of view. 


S


.
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•	 CONCLUSIONS MID RECO}4MENDATIONS 


•


	


	 Weak uranium mineralization associated with carbon trash is 


present in sandy shale occurring near the base of the Petrified 


Forest member of the Chinlé formation. 


The proposed exploratory program is feasible from an engineering 


standpoint and the estimated cost of the work is reasonable. 


Weakness of the uranium mineralization and limited extent of its 


occurrence indicate that an exploratory project would not result in 


the discovery of significant quantities of minable ore, and there is 


little chance that an economic deposit of uranium would be found. 


•


	


	


Therefore, it is recommended that the applicant's request for 


Government aid be denied.
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTNT OF T}Th INRIOR 


BUREAU OF MINES 
Washington 25 9 D0 C0 OCTcO5195 


Date Oj4/5 


DMEA Docket No0 /1L1 
DNEA Contract No0 ___________________________ / 
Commodity Uriium. 
Name of applicant	 Glazier & Charles Wallace 
Name of property ç,nsin Claims 
Location of property 


Memorandum	 Estimated cost of project	 0LO35O 


To:	 Ernest William Eflis, DMEk Member 
Uranium Commodity Committee 


From:	 John E0 Crawford, Bureau of Nines Membe , 
Uranium Commodity Committee 


Subject: Review of	 -Surmiemental information 
('Aji1cation, Fjld Team	 et0) 


l Date of subject document:	 2 Date received by reviewer: 9/J5 
3 Prior reports on this property known to reviewer: Yes	 No 


4 Prior reports on nearby properties known to reviewer: Yes 	 No Ø 


50 Information available on past production: Yes	 No 


6 Other pertinent factors known to reviewer: Yes 	 No j7 


70 Explain items marked yes above: 


8 Factors needi s ecial consideration: 
a0 Location	 e0 Proposed exploration method 
b0 Ownership	 f0 Alternate exploration method 
c0 Evidence of mineralization	 g0 Costs 
d0 Geology	 h0 __________________________ 


90 Action advised: 
a0 Obtain information from applicant 	 e0 Disagree with Field Team 
b0 Refer to Field Team	 f0 Suggest alternate plan 
c0 Denial	 g0 Request another einination 
d0 Agree with Field Team	 h0 Approval 


i0 Consult with Mr0 ______________ at _______________ AEC office0 


lO Remarks: (Use back of page if necessary) 
Referral to the field reconimended0 Suggest field examiners visit the 
property when in the area on other assignments0 Mr0 J0 0 Hosted, Washington 
representative of the Atomic Energy Commission, assisted in the review0







o	 IN REPLY REI TO: 


UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR



GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
WASHINGTON 25, D.C. 


October 3, 1956
OCT5956 


Memoranduni 


To: E. W. Ellis, Defense Minerals Exploration Administration 


From: W. P. Williams, U. S. Geological Survey


Subject: Review of application, DMFA 4419, Revel Glazier, Extension Moe. 
7 and 8 claims, Washington County, Utah (uranium). 


The applicant proposes to spend a total of 43,4O3 to explore 
for uranium ore deposits. The application was incomplete in its original 
form, and the applicant was asked for additional information, 


It is not completely clear as to what or why the applicant 
wishes to explore, It may be deduced from the application that a Shinarump 
channel exists on the property, and that anomalous radioactivity has been 
c1isciered at a rim ouborop of the channel, No assays are submitted, No 
in.fonnation is given concerning the width, deptii or trend of the channel, 


The proposed work would seem to consist of driving a 100 foot 
adit-.drift along the channel in search of ore. 


To my knowledge, rio significant amount of uranium ore has been 
produced, nor are any deposits known, in the vicinity of the property, 


Deteinining the trend of a channel from a single rim exposure 
is difficult, if not impossible, An aditi..dri.ft would start at the channel 
outcrop and wander aiin].essly about with the operator attempting, and hoping, 
to keep the drift in the bottom of the channel within the favorable zone for 
ore deposition. Unless the channel is extremely well developed and possesses 
strong mineralization at the outcrop ithich the operator could follow, the 
applicant's proposal would seem to represent a vagie and haphazard venture 
that would be inappropriate for DMFA participation, 


From the character of the information previously received from 
the applicant, it would propably beto no avail to ask for more data. I 
believe the application should be referred to the Field Team for their 
evaluation, If a mineralized channel exists on the property, perhaps a 
preliminary stage of drfl Hng to delimit the channel would be a feasible 
approach to the problem


Ic? 


W. P,Williajns	 • 
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133 N West Temple 


S. L. City sept lIi./56 


utah 


Mr. ("GIJ) giien s • Dakan Chief Oprations Control and Statistics 


Division. 


DearSir-' I received the maps today from Mr. eue:L Glaizer. hope they 


are satisfactory. 


I idli try and give ou a little more information as bo the formation. 


.th. channel or vein or .bed':of uranium is in the shinlej formations in 


'.a blue formatiOn. the rock that carries the Urniuni is. a heavy 


fine gra:ined sand stone with 'carbinifice and s,ecdary. pitch blend 


in it. Also a soft Lemon color • the Vein at the cut where the mouth 


: of the tunnel is around six to seven feet thick at the face. 
(?). The reading in the cut at the mouth of the tunnel was., 19 • oneos 


there was another reading about 100 feet north of the tunnel and 


two otherG West Of the. tunnel that was uncovered iii making the road 


the tunnel will be 14-1/2 . , feet. in side of the timber. All the othr 


information was .submited in the last letter. ' We expect to' do all the ' 


work ourselves if possible, in case we fail for any reason we i1l 


furnish, you with an itiriied acount of all 'labor hired and dll conmply 


with the 1w as required. 


The general formation dips to the East and north a fiew degrees is not 


exactly flat or blanket formation. 


The Uranium lays above the Shinerurrrp or congomerant and Maracopo formation 


' . (eb four words illegible) we think it is. the bst ' Prospeát up on Lower Smith 


because of the size of the showings on the surface and it is increasing
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UNITEI) STATES

DEPARNT OF T1- INTERIOR 


BUREAU OF 1J'flS 
Washington 25 k, 1)0 C


SEPGg56 


Date 2LL 


Iemorandum


DI4EA Docket No0 
D1A Contract Oo	 _____ 
Conimodity	 J!3& 
1'Jame of applicant ReuelG1azier&ChaVILace 
Name of property Exbension claims 
Location of property ______ 

stirnated cost of project 


To	 Ernest William Ri 14 DMEL Member 
Uranium Coimilodity Committee 


From	 John E. Crawford, Bureau of Mines Member 
Uranium Commodity Committee 


Subjects Revietr of Application 
TApplicatIon, 


l Date of subject document	 2 Date received by reviewer g 86 


3 Prior reports on this property known to reviewers 	 Tee	 No 


4 Prior reports on nearby properties known to reviewers	 Yes	 7	 o	 7
50 Inforst1on available on past production Yes	 No 


6 Other pertinent factors known to r'aviewer g Yes	 No 


7 Explain items marked yes above 


Factors needi s ecial consideratiom 
a0 Location	 e Proposed exploration method z 
b0 Ownership	 f0 Alternate exploration method 
c0 Evidence of mineralization 	 g0 Costs 
d0 Geology Li?	 h0 


9 Action advisedg 
a0 Obtain infoiation from applicant	 e0 Disagree rith Field Team 
b0 Refer to Field Teem 7	 f0 Suggest alternate plan 
c0 Denial	 g0 Request another emination 
d0 Agree with Field Team	 h0 Approval 


10 Consult with Mr0 ________________ at	 AEC office0 


100 Remarke (Use back of page if necessary) 
Mr. Joseph 0. Hosted, Washington representative of the Atomic Ener 
Commission, assisted in the review. 
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Mr. Charles C. Wallace 
133 North, West Tenpie, 
Salt Lake City, Ut2h


.



gpt a-h,. 196 


Subjeot	 D!EW4i9 
Re: Ezploration Assistance 


Dear r. Wallace 


The receipt of your application dated July 20, 19S6. 


for exploration assistance under the Defense Production. Act of l9O, 


as amended, is hereby acknowledged.. 


Your application has been assigned Doôket Numbox' DMEA-.w49 


and. referred to the Rare & Misc. 1etá1s DivisiOn. 


Kindly identify ctll future correspondence relating to your 


application by thi8 docket number.	 . 


Sincerely youra,


Chief 
0perations Control and 
Stntistics Division.


Ip"z







0	 . 


August 1i 196 


Memorandum 


To:	 Executive Officer, DMEA Field Team, Region
II 


From:	 Chief, Operation's Control and Statistics Division 


Subject: Assignment of Docket Number 


There is listed below the assigned docket number to 


an application recently received from Region
III. 


DMEA
ii9 Reuel Glazier and Charles C. Wallace 


Robert E. Adams 


flx1Z1*n's Control 


and Statistics Division 


INT.-DUP.. SEC., ?tASH., D.C.	
S 	 9t9O
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 



WASHINGTON 25, D. C.


ll 


22I. New Customhouse 
Denver 2, Colorado
	


August 10, 1956 


Memorandum 


To:	 Secretary to the Operating Committee 


From:	 DIVIEk Field Team, Region III 


Subject: Application for DMEA aid (Uranium), Reuel Glazier and

Charles C. Wallace, Washington County, Utah 


Enclosed are three copies of the subject application in 
the amount of $3, 1 1.03. 50. One copy of the application is being re-
tained in our file. 


The applicant has submitted no proof of a mineralized 
target area.


DMEA Field Team, Region III 


o 


By W. M. Traver 
Executive Officer 


Enclosures







n	 .....	 0 
(Revised April 1952)	 UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


DEFENSE MINERALS EXPLORATION ADMINISTRATION 


DME


Form Approved... 
Bud etBureau No. 42—R1085.2. 


APPLICATION FOR AID IN AN 
EXPLORATION PROJECT, PURSUANT' TS 10 


bME'A'ORDER 1, UNDER THE DEFENSEAL1 Op 
PRODUC11ON ACT OF 1950, AS AMEtT3E Coi


• ,	 • 4Tot to be filled in by applicant 


Docketo.	 9 
Metal oi Mineral —.-------. -. 
sate Rceived 
Estimated Cost 
Participation (Government %) ---------


ii, 
INSTRUCTIONS 


1. Name of applicant.—Ja) State Jre y6ur full legal name, in the form in which you yzijl wih to coyit act. and your 
mailin address	 Reuei. Waier' '	 aznersn p )	 '



Hurricane Utah . 0. Box 14 
aharles C. Wallace	 I3 orth,1Vest Yemple St. 


•-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------sairwcrty---Vtáb 
(b) If other than an individual, add'to your name above .vhether a corporaion, partership, tc., and the name of the State 


in which incorporated-or otherwise organized. 
(c) If a	 5oiat'i6n, add toabove statement, titles, names and addresses of officers. 
(d) If' a. partnership, add to the above statement the names and addresses of all partners. 


2. Cê2ial.—Read DMEA Order 1, "Government Aid in Defense Exploration Project," before completing this application. 
Submit this , application and all accompanying papers in quadruplicate (four copies), with your name and address on each 
sheet of the application and on all accompanying papers Where sufficient space is not provided on the form for all required 
information,' state it on an accompanying paper, with a reference 'in each case to the instruction to which' it. refers by number. 
Comply with all applicable instructions; or, if not applicable, so state. File the application with Defense Minerals Exploration 
Administration, Department of the Interior, Washington 25, D. C., or with the nearest field executive officerthereof. 


3. Applicant's propeirty rights.—(a) State the legal description of the land upon which you wish to explore, including all 
land which you possess or control that may be benefited by Jhe exloratio..and xcuding au lend orinte ést i'' land which is 
not to be included in the eçp1oratiop project contract Extens'i..on 17 En'try p96446 Boo	 4. 


page 28W ! Dats&reoorded b/L23/5 arnt extension	 entry 
96447 book x34 page 29C, (late recorded 5/83/56 known as 


extension #1 & 8 
(b) State any mine name by which the property is known.	 None 
(c) State your interest in the land, whether owner, lessee,' purchaser under contract, or otherwise 


Ownera 
(d) If you are not the owner, submit with this application a copy of the lease, contract, or other document under which 


you control the property. 	 ' '	 . 
(e) If you own the land, describe any liens or encumbrances on it - None 


(f) If the land consists of unpatented claims, add to the description above, the book and page numbers for each recpr4ed 
location notice.	 '	 '	 '	 • 


4. Physical desc'ription.—(a) Describe in detail any mining or exploration operations which have been or now are being 
conducted upon the land, including existing mine workings and production facilities. State your interest, if any, in such 
operations. Also describe accessibility of mine workings for exanination purposes. 


(b) State past and current production, and ore reserves, if any, giving quantities and grades. Lone 
(e) Describe the geologic features of the property, including mineralization, type of deposit (vein, bedded, etc.), and your 


reasons for wishing to explore. Illustrate with maps or sketches. Send with your application (but not necessarily as a part 
of it) any geologic or engineering report, assay maps, or other technologic information you may' have, indicating on each 
whether you require its returnto you. 


(d) State the cts with respect to the accessibility ofthe project: Access roads, distances to shipping, upp1y,and residence 
points 28 miles to shipping point , road nearly opmpleted. 


(e) State the availability of manpower, materials,. supplies, equipment, water, and power. 	 16-0655i-i 


The above items are available in sufficient quantity.







5 The exploratwn po2ect—(a) Sta e the mineial or minelals for which you wish explore 
-	 Uranium 


(b) Describe fully the proposed work, including a map or sketch of the property showing a plan (and cross sections if needed) 
of any present mine workings, and the location of the proposed'exploratIon woil s related to such features as contacts, 
veins, ore-bearing beds, etc. The bedding is about 6 f;eet thick 


(c) The work will "start within	 days and be completed within 	 ------- months from the' date of an exploration 
project contract.	 .' 


(d) State the operating experience and background of the applicant with relation tb the' ability to carry' out such explo-
ration project, and also that of the person or persons who will supervise the'operations. 4 years mirining expier... 


6. Estimate of costs.—Furnish 'a detailed etimate of the costs of the proposed work (you will have to use a separa), 
under the following headings. Add the totals under all headings to' give the' estimated total cost of the project: 


(a) Independent con'tra.cts.—(Note.—If the applicant does not' intend to"lt any of the work to contractors, write "none" 
after this item To the extent that thework is to be contracted, do not repeat the cost of the contract work in subsequent 
items.) State the cost of any proposed independent contracts for the performance of all or any part of the work, expressed in 
terms of units of work (such as per foot of drilling, per foot of. drifting, per hour of bulldozer operations, per cubic yard 
of material moved, etc.).	 None:	 . o 


(b) Lalor, supervision, consultants.—Inclu4e an, itemized schedule of numbers, classes and rates of wages, salaries or fees 
fr necessary 'labdr, supervision and engineering and geological conáultants. 


(c) Operating materials and supplies.—Furnish an' ' itemized list, including items of equipment costing less than $50 each, 
and power, water and fuel. 	 '	 . '	 ' 


(d) Operating equipment.—Furnish an itemized list of any operating equiprhent to be rented, purchased, or which is owned 
and will be furnished by 'the Operator, with the estimated rental, purchase price, or suggested use-allowance based on present 
value,stiecasemybe. enta1 on.conpre8soz4Jnjaokhamrner	 lOO.00 per month 


(e) Rehabilitation and repairs.—Furnish a detailed list showing the cost of any necessary initial rehabilitation or repairs 
of existing buildings, installations, fixtures, aild, movable oprating equipment, now ownd by the Operator and which will be 
devoted to the exploration project. 	 None ' " '''''	 " ' 


(f) New buildings, improvements, instailatithTh.—Fu±nfsh a'd'ètailed li1 siowing the cost of any necessary buildings, fixed 
improyements, , or ipstallations to be purchased, installed or constructed fo the benefit of the exploration project. None 


(g) Miscellaneous —Furnish a detailed 1 st s'howing the cost of repaiis to and maintenance of opeiating equipment (not 
including initial rehabilitation or i epairs of the Opel atm s equipment), analytical woi k, accounting, woi kmen s compensation 
and employeis' liability insurarce, and payioll taxes Not DOsSible at this time 


(h) Contingencies —Give in estimate of any necessaiy alTowances for contingencies not included in the costs stated above 
NOTE —No items of geneial oeihead, corpoiate management interest, taxes (other than payroll and sales taxes), or any 


other indirect costs, or work performed or costs' incurred before the date of the contract, should be included in the 
estimate of costs.	 '	 ' ', .,"' , '	 '.	 ' 


- 7. (a) Are you prepared to furnisl': your share of the cost of the proposed project in accordance with the regulations on 
Government participation , (Sec. 7, DMEA No.1)?	 YeS	 , 


(b) How do you propose to furnish your share of the costs ? 	 With labor and our equipment. 


Money , ,	 Jsepquipmet owned by, you	 Other 
Labor Explain in detail on acompanying paper. 	 " 


- CERTIFICATION 


The undersigned, whether as an individual, corporat officer, partner, or otherwise, both in his own behalf and acting for 
the applicant, certifies that the information set forth in this form and accompanying papers is correct and complete, to the best 
of his knowledge and belief. 	 ' .	 ''''"'	 ''"	 -' 


'Dated .J1U1Y ,0 ---------------------,i95__	 ' 


By 


Title 18,'U. S. Code (Crimes), Section 1001, makes it acrmina! offense to make a willfully false statement or representation to any depart-
ment or agency of the United States as to any matter within its jurisdiction. 


U S. GOVgRNMENTPRINTlNG ' CFIC" '16-60551-1
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